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Current Topics. 


WE coMMENCE printing this week the statutes of the past 
session of Parliament. The most noteworthy are the following : 
C. 9, the County Councils (Bills in Parliament) Act, commencing 
the 1st of October, 1903, which empowers county councils to 
promote Bills in Parliament; c. 14, the Borough Funds Act 
(commencing on the same date), which establishes regulations 
as to the incurring of expenses by borough councils in 
promoting Bills; c. 18, the Pistols Act, which regulates the sale 
and use of pistols and other firearms; c. 24, the Education 
(London) Act, which comes into operation, except as otherwise 
provided, on the ‘‘ appointed day,” that is, on the Ist of May, 
1904, or such other day not being more than twelve months 
later as the Board of Education appoint; c. 36, the Motor 
Car Act, commencing on the Ist of January, 1904, and 
expiring, unless prolonged, on the 3lst of December, 1906; 
c. 38, the Poor yeaa Defence Act, commencing on the Ist 
of January, 1904; c. 39, the Housing of the Working Classes 
Act, which extends the time of repayment of loans from sixty 
to eighty years, and makes other changes in the law; c. 42, 
the Geant Courts Act, which extends the limit of the common 
law jurisdiction of the county courts to £100, but which does 
not come into operation till the 1st of January, 1905; and c. 
45, the Employment of Children Act, commencing the Ist of 
January, 1904, which empowers local authorities to make bye- 
laws for the employment of children. 





THE CURRENT number of the American Law Review contains a 
notice of a remarkable decision on the law of copyright in the 
case of The Edward Thompson Co. v. The American Law Book Co. 
The plaintiff and defendant companies were each the publishers 
of legal encyclopedias, and the claim was for an injunction to 
restrain an alleged infringement of the plaintiff company’s copy- 
right. The substance of the complaint was that the defendant 
company’s contributors had made use of the references to cases 
to be found in the plaintiff company’s works, or, in the words of 
Coxg, J., who delivered the judgment of the United States Court 
of Appeal: ‘The only act of the defendant which is complained 
of is this: Lists of all the cases bearing upon a given subject, 
including the cases found in complainant’s books, were put in 
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the hands of the editor chosen to develop that subject. The list 
of complainant’s cases contained authorities not found in the 
digests. The original reports of these cases were examined by 
the editor, and, if the cases were found applicable, they were 
cited by him in support of his article ; if not, they were rejected, 
There is no pretence that a word of the complainant’s text has 
been copied ; in fact the defendant’s editors were not permitted 
to open the complainant’s books. The list of cases furnished 
the editor was not copied in the defendant’s work, and the only 
use made of the list was asa guide to the volumes where the 
cases were reported.” 





To tHosE who are versed in the compilation of law books the 
procedure thus outlined will seem both harmless and necessary, 
and it is surprising that any question as to its legitimacy should 
have been raised. If an author were bound to grope among 
the reports without any guidance from those who had gone 
before it is difficult to understand how any progress in the 
science of law could be made. An average law book will 
contain some three or four thousand references to cases, and it 
would obviously be impossible for any author to collect these at 
first hand. It is of course his duty to consult all cases to which 
he refers and himself to state the law as he finds it laid down in 
the cases. He will have plenty of scope, too, for original 
research in collecting the current decisions up to the latest date 
possible before going to press. But to debar him from all 
assistance from the labours of his predecessors would make 
progress in the law impossible, and other departments of litera- 
ture, to which also the rule would have to be extended, would 
be struck with similar barrenness. ‘‘ The doctrine,” said Coxe, 
J., ‘‘eontended for by the complainant extends the law of copy- 
right beyond its present bounds, and if pushed to its logical 
conclusion will inflict a far greater injury upon literature than 
it can ever expect to prevent. If it be held that an author can- 
not consult the authorities collected by his predecessors, the law 
of copyright, enacted to promote the progress of science and 
useful arts, will retard that progress.’”’ The injunction, there- 
fore, which had been granted by the court below, was dissolved. 





A point of practice of some importance under the Lands 
Clauses Acts has been decided by the Divisional Court in Rez v. 
High Bailiff of Westminster (1903, 2 K. B. 189). Under the 
Acts a landowner, whose land is being taken otherwise than by 
agreement, has the option of going either to arbitration or to a 
jury to have the amount of the compensation ascertained. But 
if he fails to declare for arbitration, then it is the duty of the 
promoters, under section 33 of the Act of 1845, to give ten days’ 
notice of their intention to have a jury summoned, and in this 
notice they must state the amount of compensation which they 
are willing to give. This amount is all-important with reference 
to the question of costs, for by section 51 if the jury give a verdict 
for a greater sum the entire costs of the inquiry fall on the 
promoters ; while if they give a verdict for the same or a less 
sum, the costs of the sheriff and jury are equally divided, and 
as to all other matters each party bear their own costs. It is 
clear that the landowner can accept the sum offered at any time 
during the ten days of the notice, and he thus avoids the un- 
certainty and possible expense of the inquiry. But it has not 
peen decided hitherto whether the offer is to remain open 
after the jury have been summoned and while the inquiry 
is in progress. On the one hand, it seems hard on 
the landowner that he should be restricted to ten days 
to make up his mind on a question which may require care- 
ful consideration and expert advice, while if he accepts the 
offer in the course of the inquiry, and no verdict is returned, 
there is no provision for the costs of the sheriff and jury, which 
would apparently fall exclusively on the promoters. The 
Divisional Court have solved the difficulty by holding that the 
offer remains open under the statute until the verdict is given, 
but that if the landowner accepts it after the costs have been 
incurred, he cannot be in a better position than if the jury had 

iven a verdict for the amount of the offer, and hence he must 

his own costs and also one-half of the costs of the sheriff 
and the jury. 

























Tux Court of Appeal have decided in Krell v. He 
12th inst.) the interesting question as to the applic 
of the principle in Zaylor v. Caldwell (11 W. R. 726, 3B, 
826) to a ‘Coronation Seats” case. In Zuylor v. 
a building which had been let for concerts on certain 
was destroyed by fire before the first day arrived. If 
held to be an implied condition of the contract of 
that the buildipg should be in existence when the oe 
was to be fulfilled, and hence the defendants, who 
the lessors, were excused for non-performance. ‘ Wh 
said Buacxsurn, J., ‘‘from the nature of the contrag 
appears that the parties must from the beginning 
known that it could not be fulfilled unless, when the 
for the fulfilment of the contract arrived, some parti 
specified thing continued to exist, so that when enteringj 
the contract they must have contemplated such contig 
existence as the foundation of what was to be done, { 
in the absence of any express or implied warranty that 
thing shall exist, the contract is not to be considers 
positive contract, but subject to the implied condition that 
arties shall be excused in case, before breach, perform 
Come impossible from the perishing of the thing wil 
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default of the contractor.”” The question is whether this uppl ER 

not only to the continued existence of the subject-matter of im Wavertr 
contract, but also to the continuance of a state of things whereup' 
was in the view of the parties the foundation of the contryy surviving 
even though not expressly mentioned in the contract. The ( second } 
of Appeal have held, affirming the decision of Darina, J., tig late Prit 


the principle is to be so extended. “I think,” said Vava 
Wicurams, L.J., “‘ that you have first to ascertain, not necessarl 
from the terms of the contract, but if necessary from necessy 
inferences, drawn from surrounding circumstances recognized) 
both contracting parties, what is the substance of the contr 
and then to ask the question whether that substantial contr 


Thi 





needs for its foundation the assumption of the existence o@™% Ir is w 
particular state of things.” Since it was taken to be clearthi breach 
the parties contemplated the happening of the Coronation prom™™ tion he' 
sion, and that this was the foundation of the contract, it folle is, a8 2 
from the principle thus enunciated that, on the failure of tw covenal 
procession, both parties were discharged from the contract. “A ne 
perfort 

the pr 

A FURTHER contribu ion to the ever-growing volume of¢ latest, 
on the liability of a lessee to pay sums of money chargeli e's. 
respect of the demise. premises has been made in the decisia K. B. 
of Swinren Eapy, J, in Re Warriner (1903, 2 Ch. 367). Ing vem! 
three years’ agreement under seal at the rent of £54 the tenm for oa 
covenanted to ‘‘ pay and discharge all rates, taxes, assessmeni wnitin 
and impositions whatsoever ” that might become due or _ 
in respect of the premises during the tenancy. ‘The landlot se 
agreed to keep the main walla and roof in repair. Duringte ie 


tenancy the local authority served a notice requiring the exer 


















tion of drainage works and this was done by the tenant até a bre 
cost of £118. The landlord died insolvent and the tens 
made a claim of this amount in the administration & a 
his estate by the court. Having regard to the nal es 
of the tenancy there can be no doubt that such an expel ony 
ought to have fallen on the landlord, but unfortunately# At 
has become too much the practice to insert the wide cove “Sa 
to pay rates and taxes which is proper in a lease for twenty4 | 
years in short tenancy agreements, and a good deal of injus Ob 
is thus caused. It is difficult, however, in deciding mé at 
upon the construction of a given form of words in a lease,* of fi 
make any difference according to the length of the term, and# 
has already been held that this cannot be done: Batchelor’ "fi 
Biggar (60 L. T. 416), Stockdale y. Ascherberg (1903, 1 KB Lu 
873). If a tenant under a three years’ agreement has negle tha 
to have the covenant restricted, he must submit to assume # 
landlord’s burdens. Of course, if the covenant only go ss 
‘‘ rates, taxes, and assessments,” he will escape, for these wom Ned 
contemplate no more than recurring charges which a tenant mf at 
be expected to assume: Wilkinson v. Collyer (13 Q. B. D.} it 
And till the recent decision of the Court of Appeal in Foulgert roe 
Arding (1902, 1 K. B. 700) the effect of the ie 1( 
“ utes 
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and to include the expenses of improvement 
ks, However, in Foulger v. Arding a like effect was 
to “impositions ”—at any rate, when they were charged 
+ of the premises ‘‘on the landlord or tenant.” In the 
went case these last words did not occur, but it does not 
n that the omission can make any difference, and so SwInrEN 
uupy, J., held. The duty of complying with the notice and the 
ment of the costs of the nezessary works constituted an 
position, and it was an imposition in respect of the premises. 
























A conRESPONDENT sends us the following particulars with 
ference to the descent of the late Lord Saxissury from a 
Hiverpool solicitor: Through his mother, the late Lord 
asury inherited very valuable es‘ates in and near Liverpool, 
emprising the Manors of Everton, West Derby, Wavertree, 
gnd Childwall. In the early part of the eighteenth century these 
manors were acquired, chiefly by purchase, from the family of 
the Earl of Dzrsy, by one Isaac Greene, a highly respected 
liverpool solicitor. Mr. Greene died in 1749, when his 
mumerous estates devolved upon his two daughters and co- 
heiresses, one of whom married BamsBer Gascoyne, of Barking, 
Resex, M.P., by whom she had two sons; to the elder of whom, 
Bawser Gascoyne, the Manors of Everton, West Derby, 
Wavertree, &c., descended. Bamser Gasooyne died in 1824, 
whereupon the said manors descended to his daughter and only 
gurviving child, Frances Mary Gascoyng, who married the 
second Marquis of Satispury, and became the mother of the 
late Prime Minister. 











The Construction of Provisoes for 
Re-entry. 

Ir is well known that in framing a proviso for re-entry for 
breach of covenants it is important to bear in mind the distinc- 
tion between positive and negative covenants, and if the proviso 
is, as is usually the case, intended to apply to a breach of 
covenants of either class suitable words must be introduced. 
“A negative,” said Lord Coxe (Co. Litt. 3036), ‘‘ cannot be 
performed,” and to meet the case of such covenants the words of 
the proviso should refer specifically to “observance.” The 
latest instance of a proviso failing in its effect through an 
omission in this respect is Harman vy. Ainslie (1903, 2 
K. B. 241), recently decided by Wricut, J. A lessee had 
covenanted that he would not use the demised premises 
for any except a specified business without the consent in 
writing of the lessor. The lease contained a proviso that “if 
the said lessee shall commit any breach of the covenants hereia- 
before contained, and on his part to be performed, then the said 
lessor may re-enter upon the said premises.” The lease was 
assigned, and it was contended that the assignee had committed 
& breach of the covenant by using the demised premises for the 
purpose of a business not authorized, and an action was brought 
to recover possession under the proviso for re-entry. It was 
objected, however, that the proviso did not apply to a breach of 
& Regative covenant, and Wricur, J., upon the authorities, held 
that he was bound to give effect to the objection. 

At one time, indeed, there was a disposition not to allow a proviso 
for re-entry to take effect upon a breach of a negative covenant 
even though it specifically referred to non-observance. In West v. 
Dib (L.R. 5 Q. B., p. 460) where the proviso was for re-entry 
“incase the lessees should fail in the observance or performance 
of the covenants on their part,” Kexty, O.B., observed that it 
would seem only to refer to failure in the performance of 
affirmative covenants. But in the earlier case of Croft v. 
Lumley (6 H. L, O. 672) Bramwett, B. (p. 705), had intimated 
that “‘default of or in performance of all covenants to be 
performed, observed and kept, applies to covenants not to do 
something, as well as to covenants to do something,” 
and the point is not open to doubt. There is obviously 
& breach of a negative covenant when it is not observed, and the 
only question is whether the requirement of a specific reference 
to non-observance is not too strict. In Barrow v. Isaacs (1891, 
1Q.B., p. 418), where it was argued thatthe proviso for re-entry 


did not extend to a breach of a covenant against underletting 
upon the ground that it was a negative covenant, Lord Esuzr, 
.R., said: “I think that that p ition is dis of 
because the word ‘observe’ as well as egal has been put 
in the stipulation, though I doubt whether it was necessary to 
put that in. However, the stipulation for re-entry, as it stands, 
clearly applies to a negative as much as to an affirmative 
covenant. 

But the liberal construction thus gested has not been 
actually adopted, and there are judicial dota opposed to it. In 
Evans vy. Davis (10 Ch. D. 747), where an agreement to grant a 
lease provided that “‘in case of non-performance” of any of the 
agreements on the part of the tenant, it should be lawful for the 
landlord to re-enter, Fry, J., intimated that if the case had 
rested simply on these words he should probably have felt 
bound to hold that they were not applicable to a breach ofa 
negative covenant; and in Timms v. Baker (49 L. T. 106), 
where the words ‘‘on his part to be observed” had been 
introduced, Lorgs, J., in holding that the proviso was wide 
enough to cover breaches of negative covenants, observed 
that if the word ‘‘ perform” alone had been used the case would 
have been very different. It isnot surprising, therefore, that in 
the present case of Harman vy. Ainslie (supra) Wnicut, J., con- 
sidered that, on the balance of the authorities, he ought to hold 
that the language of the proviso, referring as it did only to per- 
formance, pointed solely to affirmative covenants, and the position 
of the reference to performance assisted this construction. “It 
leoks to me,” he said, “as if the words ‘and on his part to be 
performed ’ had been introduced into the proviso for that very 
purpose ; for if it was not intended thereby to limit the applica- 
tion of the proviso the introduction of those words was wholly 


unnecessary.” 








Payments for Underwriting Upon the 
Reconstruction of Companies. 


Company lawyers have discovered that under the Companies Act, 
1900, a question of great difficulty arises in connection with the 
practice of underwriting the share capital of a reconstructed 
company, and it is anticipated that a settlement of the difficulty 
by a decision of the court cannot now be much longer postponed. 
The Court of Appeal recently heard the case of Booth v. New 
Afrikander Gold Mining Co. (Limited) (1903, 1 Ch. 295) and held 
that a payment of additional consideration by a new company to 
guarantors for agreeing that they or their nominees would 
accept an allotment of such of the shares as should not be required 
by the old company or its liquidator was ultra vires, on the 
grounds (inter alta) (1) that it is prohibited by sub-section 2 of 
section 8 of the Companies Act, 1900, as being commission in 
consideration of subscribing or agreeing to subscribe for shares, 
and (2) that there has been no such “offer of shares to the 
public for subscription” as to bring the new company within 
the protection of sub-section 1. 

This case disposed of the question as to whether the new 
company in issuing its shares to the old company, its liquidator 
or shareholders, was issuing its shares to the public, but it was 
suggested by counsel engaged in that case that the words of sub- 
section 1 of section 8 of the Act permitted the payment of under- 
writing commissions, &c, in respect of such shares, if at the 
same time a certain number of other shares were offered to the 
public, and the practice has arisen, which has received the 
qualified approval of well-known — counsel, of offering to 
the public a few shares, — only seven in number, of the 
new company upon a prospectus framed to comply with the pro- 
visions of the Act, ok at the same time, underwriting the whole 
or a considerable portion of the shares to which the old company, 
its liquidator or shareholders, are entitled. The question is— 
Will such a transaction be held to be validated by sub-section 1 
of section 8 of the Companies Act, 1900? and to form an opinion 
on such a point it is necessary to refer to the section itself, the 
words of which are as follows: 

‘*Upon any offer of shares to the public for subsciption, it shall be lawful 


for a company to pay a commission to any person in ideration of his 
subscribing or agreeing to subscribe, whether absolutely or conditionally, 





for any shares in the company, or procuring or agreeing to procure sub 
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scriptions, whether absolute or conditional, for any shares in the company, 
if the payment of the commission and the amount or rate per cent, of the 
commission paid oragreed to be paid arerespectively authorized by the articles 
of association and disclosed in the prospectus, and the commission paid or 
agreed to be paid does not exceed the amount or rate so authorized.” 

It will be observed that the section states ‘“‘ upon any offer of 
shares to the public for subscription,”’ a commission may be paid 
for subscribing or agreeing to subscribe for ‘‘ any ”’ shares in the 
company, and it is consequently quite open to argument that the 
shares offered to the public are not necessarily the same shares 
as those in respect of which underwriting commission may be 

aid. Having regard to the obvious advantages to the share- 
olders of the old company, who generally form the majority of 
the shareholders in the new company, of assuring the success of 
the reconstruction scheme by underwriting, and the fact that the 
terms of the underwriting contracts are almost invariably sub- 
mitted to such shareholders for approval with the rest of the 
scheme for reconstruction, there is little to be said against such 
an interpretation of the Companies Act, 1900, upon the merits of 
a reconstruction case. Butif such an interpretation is upheld, 
other uses may be made of it which may be much more harmful 
he the public and render the section to a very great extent a dead 
etter. 
It is thought, however, that the words “upon any offer of 
shares” will be interpreted to mean something more than “ at 
the time of any offer of shares,” and that two separate transac- 
tions are carried out when a reconstruction is effected in the 
manner referred to which can and should be separated. These 
are—an offer to the public of a few shares liable to payment of 


of the work contains a very clear exposition of the entire gh 


arranged under the heads, ‘‘ The Local Education Authority ang 
Education Committee,” ‘‘ Elementary Education,” ‘‘ Higher Rj 
tion,’”’ and ‘‘ Finance,” and the notes and numerous cross-referg 
with which it is provided should make it easy to understand ¢ 
practical effect of the legislation. For some time to come 
Education Act, 1902, will be much under consideration, and 
Willson’s book will be of great use in dealing with the nume, 
points as to management, and as to “‘ provided ” and “‘ non-providej 
schools, &c., on which it is essential to have clear information, 














Correspondence. 


Registration of Leasehold Title. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 


Sir,—A. is selling a long leasehold property to B., and it; 
suggested that A. should first mortgage the property to C. and tha 
convey the equity of redemption to B., C. concurring to release 4 
from his covenant and accept a substituted one from B. 
afterwards B. proposes to pay off C. and take a surrender of th 
mortgage. 

It is suggested that by this means the necessity of putting the tith 
on the Land Registry can be effectually avoided: Act of 1897, s, %; 
exception / in Brickdale and Sheldon, p. 312. Would you let us hay 
your opinion on the point ? SrorEy, COWLAND, & Huu, 

56, Ludgate-hill, Aug. 24. 

[We do not quite understand how the scheme would effect th 
object proposed. Under section 11 of the Act of 1875, as amend 
by the schedule to the Act of 1897, a term created for mortgay 








the nominal amount in full, and an offer to a restricted class of 
persons, in pursuance of a contract for sale, of shares partly paid. 
Any writing or printed document offering the first-mentioned 


purposes is not capable of registration; but in the case put it is nt 
the mortgage term, but the leasehold reversion which is being sold, 
and the necessity of registering this does not seem to be affected by 





shares is a prospectus within the meaning of the Act, but the 
second offer is not an offer to the public (vide Booth v. New 
Afrikander Gold Mining Co., cited above), and therefore is not 
@ prospectus within the meaning of the Act, and the only reason 
for combining it with the first-named offer is to endeavour to 
drag the case within sub-section 1 of section 8 of the Act. The 
issue of shares to the old company, its liquidator or its share- 
holders, is made under a contract for sale, does not require a 
prospectus, and is entirely foreign to the issue to the public, into 
association with which it is ingeniously forced for the purpose 
mentioned, and it is submitted that so far as such issue of shares 
to the old company, its liquidator or shareholders, in pursuance 
of a contract for sale is concerned, it cannot fairly be said to be 
made “upon an offer of shares to the public for subscription ” 
merely because at the same time, and with the admittedly sole 
intention of obtaining the advantage of the Act, a few shares 
are issued to persons who are neither the old company, its 
es nor its shareholders, and the requirements of the law 
re as to the issue of prospectuses are punctiliously complied 
with. 

If this latter-view is adopted by the court, it will doubtless 
cause considerable consternation to those boards of directors 
who have adopted the new practice, as the corollary of such a 
decision will be that the payments made for such underwriting 
are ultra vires the company, and the directors who have concurred 


the existence of a mortgage sub-term.—Ep. S../.] 








Cases of the Week. 


Before the Vacation Judge. 


Re THE SAVOY THEATRE AND OPERAS (LIMITED AND REDUCE) 
AND Re THE COMPANIES ACTS, 1867 AND 1877. 26th Aug. 


Company—Loss or Assers—Repvucrion or CApPrITAL—APPRovVAL oF Court 
ADVERTISEMENT OF Minute—Form or ORpDER. 


Petition by the Savoy Theatre and Operas (Limited and Reduced) for 
the approval of the court té*the reduction of the capital of the company 
from £75,000 to £41,250 by cancelling paid-up capital which had bea 
lost or was unrepresented by available assets to the extent of £4 10s, pr 
share on each of the 7,500 shares of £10 each in the capital of the com- 
pany. In support of the petition it was said that the only point for th 
consideration of the court was whether the loss of capital had been made 
out. The loss of capital was attributable to the following circumstances: 
By an agreement dated the 25th of August, 1897, the company agreed to 
purchase the Savoy Theatre and the operas and operatic rights, scenery, 
properties, costumes, and general stock-in-trade therein specified, at the 
price of £165,000, payable as to £100,000 in cash and £65,000 by the allot 
ment to Richard D'Oyly Carte (the vendor to the company) or his nominees 
of 6,500 shares of £10 each in the capital of the company. At the date 
of the purchase the value of the Savoy Theatre was estimated at £120,00 
(which was still estimated to be its value), and the value of the operas, 
operatic rights, &c., purchased wasestimated at £45,000. Thecompauny carried 






in making such payments will probably be held personally liable 
for their repayment. 








Reviews. 


Witu THE Text 
By W. R. WILLson, B.A. (Oxon.), 
Sweet & Maxwell (Limited). 

Mr. Willson has undoubtedly performed a useful task in collecting 
and in endeavouring to systematize the statutory provisions relating to 
education, and considering the large number of persons who are con- 
cerned in administering these provisions we ap 
hope, expressed in the preface, that his publis 
is practically certain of attainment. 
statutes specifically dealing with the subject-—sixteen in number 
is given in an appendix, and other appendices contain relevant 


A Practicat GvuIpe To THE LAW or EDUCATION. 
or ALL THE ACTS AND Forms. 
Barrister-at-Law. 


srehend that the pious 
ers will “have their 


and Forms applicable tu state-provided education. 





on business as owners and managers of the Savoy Theatre until the death ol 
Richard D’Oyly Carte in the year 1901. Richard D'Oyly Carte was, in fact, the 
manager of the Savoy Theatre, and on his death the remaining directors of the 
company thought it inadvisable toattempt personally to manage the theatre, 
and it therefore became necessary to lease the same. A lease of the 
theatre was accordingly granted, and consequently the operas and operati¢ 
rights, scenery, properties, costumes, and general stock-in-trade purchased 
by the company from Richard D’Oyly Carte became of no use to the 
company, as was therefore found necessary to dispose of the same, and 
they were accordingly sold, but only realized the sum of £7,700, and a net 
loss of £37,300 on capital account was therefore realized on the sale of the 
same. Part of the loss was counterbalanced by the excess of 
company’s liquid assets over its liabilities, but a realized loss on the sale of 
more than £33,750 on capital account still remained, as appeared from the 
statements of the company’s assets and liabilities. The sum of £7,700 
realized by the sale was, with other moneys applied towards the 
acquisition and cancelling of part of the company’s outstanding first 
debenture stock, which now stood at £80,000. ‘The company was not now 
carrying on any business beyond that of owning the Savoy Theatre as lessor, 
The directors and chassholders of the company were fully eatisfied that the 
excess of the assets of the company over its liabilities could not in any 
sense be regarded as equivalent to more than, at the outside, £41,000 or 
thereabouts, and that the deficiency above referred to—namely, £33,750 0 
upwards—must be regarded us a permanent deficiency, and that the sum 
of £33,750 ought to be written off the company’s capital, 
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Watroy, J., granted the petition as prayed, and approved the following 
form of minute proposed to be registered: ‘‘The capital of the Savoy 
Theatre and Operas Co. (Limited and Reduced) henceforth is £41,250, 
divided into 7,500 shares of £5 10s. each, instead of the original capital of 
£15,000, divided into 7,500 shares of £10 each’? The same to be 
advertised in the same papers in which the hearing was advertised. _The 
word “‘reduced’’ to be used for one month.—CovnseL, Bramwell Davis, 
K.0., and Gordon Brown. Souicrrors, Fladgate § Co. 

[Reported by J. E. Atpous, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. | 





Cases of Last Sittings. 


Court of Appeal. 


GREENOCK STEAMSHIP CO. (LIM.) ». MARITIME INSURANCE CO. 
(LIM.). No, 2. 6th Aug. 


IysvcRANCE—MARINE— V oYAGE Poticy—Rowunp VoyaAGE—IMPLIED WARRANTY 
or SEAWORTHINESS—INSUFFICIENCY OF CoAL—SAcRIFICE oF CARGO AND 
Spars—Breaca OF WARRANTY CovERED BY INSURANCE. 

This was an appeal by the plaintiffs against the decision of Bigham, J., 
(reported 1903, 1 K. B. 367). The action was tried substantially upon the 
following statement of facts agreed by the plaintiffs and defendants. The 
plaintiffs are the owners of the steamship Gu/f of Florida, and the defend- 
ants are @ marine insurance company who had insured the said steamship 
by a policy dated the 19th of July, 1897. The more important terms of 
the policy were as follows: ‘‘ For £3,000 on The Gulf of Florida, valued at 
At and from . . . to port or ports in any order in the 
United Kingdom and (or) Continent between Bordeaux and Hamburg, both 
inclusive, and while there and thence to port or ports, place or places, on 
west coast of South America, backwards and forwards, and forwards 
and backwards, in any order or rotation, while there and thence 
to port or ports of call and (or) discharge in any order in 
the United Kingdom and (or) Continent between Bordeaux and 
Hamburg, both inclusive, and while there, however employed, until 
expiry of thirty days after arrival or until sailing on next voyage, which 
may first occur, with leave to call on any ports and places for all purposes, 
and any ports and places on the east coast of South America and (or) 
Falkland Islands, both outwards and homewards. The risk not to 
commence before the expiration of previous policies against the risk of 
total loss only, but including collision clause, general average, and 
salvage charges. Perils: insured against of the seas, &c., subject to and 
including Gulf Line voyage clauses as annexed.’’ Such clauses were 
shortly as follows: ‘‘ This insurance also to cover loss through the 
negligence of master, mariners, engineers, or pilots. Including all risks 
incidental to steam navigation. General average salvage and special 
charges payable as per official foreign adjustment, if so made up, or 
per York-Antwerp Rules, 1890, if in accordance with the contract of 
affreightment. Held covered in case of any breach of warranty, 
deviation, and (or) any unprovided incidental risk or change of 
voyage, at a premium to be hereafter arranged. It shall be lawful 
to the assured, their factors, servants, and assigns, to sue, labour, and 
t avel for, in, and about the defence, safeguard, and recovery of the steam- 
ship, &c., and any part thereof, without prejudice to this insurance, to 
the charges whereof we, the assurcrs, will contribute each according to the 
rate or quantity of this sum herein insured. In the event of any in- 
accuracy iu the description of voyage, insurance, name of vessel, clauses, 
or conditions it is agreed to hold the assured covered at a premium to be 
arranged.’’ The previous policies, before the expiration of which the risk 
was not to commence, were all in similar terms. One of them is dated 
the Ist of January, 1897, and is subscribed by the defendants. The events 
giving rise to the disputes between the parties took place after The Gulf of 
Florida left Montevideo on the 18th of December, 1897. Stated shortly, 
they were as follows:—On arrival at Montevideo Zhe Gulf of Florida 
had on board 232 tons of bunker coals. She took on board a further 330 
tons, and sailed on the 18th of December with 562 tons in the bunkers, 
the bunkers being full and the quantity, apparently, more than sufficient 
for the passage to St. Vincent, where in the ordinary course she would coal 
again. On the same day that she left Montevideo she put back in con- 
sequence of an accident to the condenser door. ‘This was repaired and the 
voyage resumed on the 23rd of December. By this time about twenty tons 
of the bunker coals had been used, but those on board considered she had 
still sufficient for the passage to St. Vincent. After leaving Montevideo 
The Gulf of Frida experienced strong head winds and seas. On the 
ith of January, 1898, the coal was found to be burning very quickly 
at a rate equal to thirty-six tons per day. As the rate of con- 
sumption continued very high, the speed was reduced on the 
%th of January, and to save steam the steam-steering gear and 
electric light were shut off. On the 10th of January some of the 
ship’s fittings were used for fuel, and on subsequent days further fittings 
aad spars and portions of the cargo were burnt to assist in keeping up 
steam. If this had not been done Zhe Gulf of Florida would have been 
unable to reach port without assistance, and without such assistance would 
have been helpless and in danger of being totally lost. The quantity of 
coul with which Zhe Gulf of Florida left Montevideo, both on the 10th and 
the 23rd of December, was, in fact, insufficient for the passage to St. 
Vincent. This inspfiiciency happened owing to the negligence of the 
master and engineers, The value of the ship’s fittings and spars burnt 
Was £312 4s, ‘T'he plaintiffs had paid the consignees of cargo for the cargo 
wed as fuel £662 1s. 11d. The plaintiffs claimed that they were entitled 








to the defendant company’s proportion of the value of the ship's fittings 


and spars burnt, and of the sums paid for cargo burnt. Alternatively they 
claimed the defendant company’s proportion of the value of the fittings 
and spars burnt, and of the ship’s contribution in general average of the 
value of the cargo burnt. In the further alternative the plaintiffs claimed 
to be entitled as above, on payment of an additional premium, to be 
fixed by the court, or as the court might direct. The defendants denied 
that the plaintiffs were entitled t» any of the said sums, or any part thereof, 
even on payment of an additional premium. At the trial, Bigham, J., 
held that an implied warranty of seaworthiness existed when the ship left 
Montevideo, and that there was a breach of that warranty in not there 
providing her with sufficient coal, so that the policy then ceased to attach 
to the risks insured against; also that the clause with respect to loss 
through the negligence of the master did not apply because his negligence 
was not the proximate cause of the loss; and that the implied warranty of 
seaworthiness was a warranty to which the “‘ held covered’ clause applied, 
but that, as the premium which the defendants might reasonably have 
charged if they had known of the breach of warranty before the loss 
occurred was at least equal to the amount of the loss, the plaintiffs were 
not entitled to recover anything. The plaintiffs appealed. 

Tue Covrr (VaveHan WituraMs, Romer, and Sririixe, L.JJ.) dismissed 
the appeal. 

Vaveuan Wiis, L.J.—In my judgment this case is really covered 
by the decision in The Vortigern (47 W. R. 437 ; 1899, P. 140). I reject the 
notion that in this policy it can be said there is no warranty of seaworthi- 
ness. But if once you assume that there is a warranty of sea iness 
the decision in The Vortigern absolutely covers the present case. This case 
is a somewhat remarkable one. The voyage contemplated by the ship- 
owners and the underwriters included an undefined coasting voyage on the 
west coast of America and obviously gave rise to occasions on which the 
master of the ship might be put into difficulty, not only with regard to the 
quantity of coal that he might be able to obtain, but also with regard to 
the time when he would reach another coaling station. In these circum- 
stances one would have thought that the contracting parties would have 

ut their policy into such terms that the shipowners’ insurance would not 
a dependent upon the judgment of the master upon the difficult question 
as to whether the quantity of ccals taken on board was sufficient. But it 
is preferred in the interests of commercial men that contracts of insurance 
shall not make any such provision. The result is that the decision of 
Bigham, J., is right and the appeal must be dismissed with costs. 

Romer and Srimute, L.JJ., delivered judgments to the same effect.— 
Covnset, Carver, K.C., and Leek ; Hamilton, K.C , and Simey. Soxrcrrors, 
Coote § Bull, for Ad & Ad , North Shields ; Field, Roscoe, § Co., 
for Batesons, Warr, & Wimshurst, Liverpool. 

[Reported by J. I. Srirtine, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. | 











Law Societies. 
The Law Society. 


The following solicitors have become members of the Law Society during 
August :—Raymond Joseph Bradley, Liverpool; James Phillips Court, 
Liverpool; William Drysdale, Liverpool; Edward Chorley Edgecombe, 
Liverpool; John Furniss, Liverpool; Arthur Harold Garstang, Wigan ; 
Thomas Goffey, jun., Liverpool ; John Griffiths, Liverpool; Joseph 
Leyland Hagger, Liverpool ; George Henry Hindley, Liverpool; Andrew 
Glover Inglis, Liverpool; Lawrence Jones, 6, Old Jewry, E.C., and 
Liverpool ; Reginald George Layton, Liverpool; Percy Marsh, Liverpool ; 
George Percival Mason, Liverpool; Perey Goodall Norton, Hudderstield ; 
Walter Peel, Liverpool; Charles Lewin Pennell, Liverpool; Ronald 
Stewart-Brown, Liverpool; Percy James Taylor, Liverpool. 








Obituary. 
Mr. William Dawes Freshfield. 


We regret to hear of the sudden death—at Homburg, on the 19th inst.— 
of Mr. William Dawes Freshfield, of the firm of Messrs. Freshfield & 
Williams. We hope to publish a notice of Mr, Freshfield’s career 
shortly. 








Legal News. 


Changes in Partnerships. 
Dissolutions, 

Witson Minis Rocns, Henry Temrertery, and Jamues WaAtiace, 
solicitors and notaries (Botterell & Roche), Maritime-buildings, Sunder+ 
land, Aug. 1%, The said Wilson Mills Roche and Henry Temperley will 
continue to practise under the same style or firm at Maritime-buildings, 
Sunderland. The said James Wallace will continue to practise in his own 
name at 48, West Sunniside, Sur derland. 

Wiiiram Smactrt and Jawes Hay Taxnor, solicitors (Small & Talbot), 
Burton-on-Trent, April 15, [ Gazette, Aug. 21. 

Harry Ocven Meiior, Joun Stoney Svrrn Wieny, Roperr Groce 
May, and Faepsuic Larry Jonrs, solicitors (Mellor, Smith, & May), 
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8, Coleman-street, London. 


Aug. 12. 
George May. 


As far as regards the said Robert 
[ Gazette, Aug. 25. 





General. 


Intimation was received in Edinburgh on the 25th inst. of the death, at 
Geneva, of Mr. James Duncan Smith, 8.8.C., a well-known Edinburgh 
lawyer, who was connected with several important Scottish companies, 
including the Arizona Copper Co., the Scottish American Mortgage Co., 
the Mallina Gold Mine, and the Prairie Cattle Co., of the first three of 
which he was a director. Mr. Smith was seventy-two years of age. 


The following is a comp'ete list of the circuits chosen by the judges for 
the ensuing Autumn Assizes: Western Circuit, Mr. Justice Wills ; North- 
Eastern Circuit, Mr. Justice Grantham and Mr. Justice Darling; South- 
Eastern Circuit, Mr. Justice Lawrance ; North and South Wales Circuits, 
Mr. Justice Bruce ; Northern Circuit, Mr. Justice Ridley and Mr. Justice 
Jelf ; Oxford Circuit, Mr. Justice Bigham ; Midland Circuit, Mr. Justice 
Channell. Prisoners only will be tried at these assizes except at 
Manchester, Liverpool, Leeds, Birmingham, and Cardiff, at which five 
towns civil business will also be taken. 


The Times reprint from its issue of the 26th of August, 1803, contains 
the following: *‘ In the Rolls of Parliament, A.D. 1445, is a petition from 
the commons of two counties, shewing that the number of Attornies had 
increased from eight to twenty-four, whereby the peace of those counties 
had been greatly interrupted by suits; the Commons therefore petitioned 
that it may be ordained that there shall be no more than six common 
attornies for Norfolk, six for Suffolk, and two for the city of Norwich. 
Any other person, acting as an attorney, to forfeit 20s. They granted 
the prayer of the petition, provided the judges thought it reasonable ! ”’ 


Lord Salisbury, says the Globe in ‘‘ Wig and Gown,”’ was intimately con- 
nected with the legal profession, though, unlike Disraeli and Gladstone, he 
was never a bar student. He was the son-in-law of a distinguished judge 
—Baron Alderson—and the father of a popular K.C.—Lord Robert Cecil. 
His long.career as Prime Minister witnessed unusually few changes in the 
high legal offices. Lord Halsbury was the only occupant of the Wovlsack 
while Lord Salisbury was in office, and. Lord Ashbourne the only Lord Chan- 
cellor of Ireland. ‘The office of Attorney-General had only two occupants 
—Lord Alverstone and Sir Robert Finlay—and the office of Solicitor- 
General no more than four—Sir John Gorst, Sir Edward ( larke, Sir Robert 
Finlay, and Sir Edward Carson. On the bench, on the other hand, the 
changes were very numerous. Mr. Justice Wills is the only judge who 
occupied his present positim when Lord Salisbury formed his first 
Administration in 1885. 


Lord Alverstone, says the Gisbe, who. is one of the British members of 
the Alaska Boundary Commission, which will hold its first meeting at the 
Foreign Office on the 3rd of September, is not the only occupant of the 
bench who will shew that an uninterrupted Long Vacation is not essential 
to judicial happiness. Mr. Justice Phillimore has arranged to read a 
paper at the conference of the International Law Association, which will 
take place at Antwerp in the latter part of September. The subject upon 
which he will address the members of the association is ‘‘ The desirability 
of the British Government's taking part in legal conferences at The Hague 
on private international law.”” Among other English lawyers who will con- 
tribute to veal query a is Mr. W. F. Hamilton, K.C., who, with some 
German, French, and Belgian lawyers, will invite the association to devise 
‘* the best measures for the protection of thé public in respect to the creation 
of limited liability companies.” 


In the course of the hearing of the charges against Mr. Whitaker Wright 
on the 25th inst., before Mr. Alderman Smallman, says the Zimes, Mr. 
Muir appealed to the alderman to reconsider his view that it was necessary 
for Mr. Wright's eureties to come to town every eight days when the 
remands were formal, and pleaded the practice of other c-urts, as well as 
the language of the Indictable Offences Act, as justifying the sitting 
magistrate, if he saw fit, in not requiring their attendance until the 15th of 
a. Mr. Avory confirmed Mr. Muir’s reference to the practice at 

courts, and suggested that the recognizances could be bound over 
for the accused's segesmaee on the various remand dates up to the 15th of 
next month. The alderman, however, thought the better course would be 
to goon as before. The defendant would be remanded from that day to 
the lst of September ; there would bea further remand to the 8th ; and then 
to the 15th, when the evidence would be gone on with. 


On the 25th inst., says the Times, Mr. John Troutbeck, sitting in the 
Westminster High Bailiff’s Court, with a special jury, had before him the 
case of Jacobs v. The Great Northern, Piccadi/ly, and Brompton Railway Co. 
This was a printeeller’s claim for compensation for the compulsory 
acquisition of the premises, 43, Long-acce, required by the promoters for 
the of their new Covent-garden Station. Mr. Edward Boyle, 
K.C., and Mr. R. F. Colam appeared for the claimant, and Mr. Roskill, 
K.C., ted the railway company. ‘The claimant holds the premises 
on 8 lease at £125 per annum, and, according to his case, the premises had 
@ profit rental of £155 a year, in respect of which he claimed £1,261, in- 
cluding 10 per cent. for forced sale. Other items were, £100 for fixtures, 
and five years’ purchase of the trade profits at £500 per annum. He also 
asked for compensation for depreciation of his stock. After the jury had 
viewed the pdm ong Mr. Boyle intimated that he had had a consultation 
with the side, with the result that they had agreed to a verdict for 


£3,000. By direction of the high bailiff, the jury returned a verdict 
y- 


The Property Mart. 


Sales of the Ensuing Week 


t. 3.—Messrs. H. E. Foster & Cranrrecp, at the Mart, at 2:— 

REVERSIONARY LIFE INTEREST, lady 28 and gentleman aged 53, ing 
sum of £23,650; also the Life Interest of the same lady in a Trust Fund pm. 
San perannum. Solicitor, C. F. Appleton, Esq., London. 

REVERSIONS: 


To £3 000 of a Trust Estate ; gentleman 62 and lady 51. Solicitors, Messrs, Wille, 
Moore, & Wigston, London. 
To One-t ~ ag of a Trust Estate value £55,000; ladies 80 and 58. Solicitor, 
Messrs. th, Higgs, & Co., London. 
POLICY for £500, with profits. 
(See advertisements, this week, page 4.) 






















Winding-up Notices. 
London Gazetie.—Fripay, Aug. 21. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Lowirep 1n CHANCERY. 


CotontaL CoLLEGE AND TrarninG Farms, Lowrep (1x Ligurparion) —Creditors an 
required, on or before Sept 14, to send their names and addresses, and particulars of 
their debts or claims, to Robert Bond, Ipswich Blyth & Co, Gresham House, solors to 
the liquidator 

Penctawpp Co.uiery, Limtrep—Petn for winding up, = mage Aug 6, directed tobe 
heard at Swansea on Oct 28 Andrew & Thompson, Fisher st, Swansea, solors fo 
petners. Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not later than six o’clock in 
the afternoon of Oct 27 

Ruopesian Goto Trust, Limitep - Creditors are requested, on or before Sept 25, to seni 
their names and ad 8, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Robert Farmall 
Masterton, Winchester House, Old Broad st. Burn & Berridge, Old Broad st, solors to 
the liquidator 

Soutn AFRICAN AND AUSTRALASIAN Suppiy AND Cotp Sroraces Co, Limirep (in Liquma- 
T10N)—Creditors are required, on or before Sept 39, to send their names and addr2sses, 
and the particulars of their debts or claims, to John Gilbertson Reid, Threadneedle House, 
28, Te st Within. Mellor & Co, Coleman st, solors for liquidator 

Warricana SxHare Trust, Linirep —Creditors are required, on or before Aug 31, to send 
their names addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Frank Tabor 
Carter, 68 to 74, Palmerston House, Old Broad st 

London Gazette-—Turspay, Aug. 25. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Limirep In CHANCERY. 


Exectric Tramways Trust, Limtrep—Petn for winding up, presented Aug 20, directed to 
be heard Sept 2. Asprey, Linc>ln’s inn fields, solor for petitioner. Notice of appearing 
must reach the above-named not later than 6 o'clock in the afternoon of Sept 1 

F. B. Bencer & Co, Limirep (1v Vorustary Ligquipation)—Creditors are uired, on or 
before Sept 16, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or 
claims, to Stanley Pearson, 13, Spring gdns, Manchester. Bullock & Co, Manchester, 
solors for liquidator 

Pustic Unpertakines Synpicatz, Limrrep—Petn for winding up, presented July 31, 
directed to be heard at the Court, Quay st, Deansgate, Manchester, on Sept 15, at 10. 
Hill, Mosley st, Manchester, solor to petner. Notice of appearing must reach the 
above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of Sept 14 

Srarex, Limirep—Creditors are required, on or before Oct 5, to send their names and 
addresses, particulars of their debts or claims, to James Stevenson, U&, 
bee st West, Newcastle on Tyne Forster & Co, Newcastle on Tyne, solors for 

quidator 



































Creditors’ Notices. 
Under Estates in’ Chancery. 


Last Day or Cram. 
London Gazette.—Turspay, Aug. 4. 
Biav, Reusen Cuerrixas, Hull, Jeweller Sept 1 Silverston v Bird, Byrne and Buckley, 
JJ Silverston, Bennett’s bill, Birmingham 

London Gazette.—Frivay, Aug. 7. 
Birp, Revpen Cuersinos, Hull, Jeweller Sept 1 Silverston v Bird, Byrne and Buckley, 
Silverston, Bennett’s hill, Birmingham 

Frost, Nanny, Linaker st, Southport Sept 11 Lees v Nicklin, Registrar, Manchester 

Threlfall, London st, Southport 

London Gazette.—Turspay, Aug. 11. 

De Soserox, Henry Manvet, Manchester, Barrister at Law Sept 18 Sharpe v De 

Soberon, Registrar, Manchester Jones, Radcliffe Bridge, Radcliffe 
va, es Resecca, — ldson rd, Kilburn Sept 13 Felton vy Felton, Swinfen 
2 er, yin 
Gorpox, Nertox, Zabalin, Grodno, Empire of Russia Oct 24 Gordon v Gordon, Farwell 
and Swinfen Eady, JJ Silverston, Bepnett’s hill, Birmingbam - 
Hicoixsortom, Samuxt Wasse, Devonshire rd, Claughton, Chester, Colliery Proprietor 
Sept 21 Brewitt v Higginbottom, Registrar, Liverpool Walker, Castle st, Liverpool 
Jupp, Joun, Fassett rd, m, Builder Oct 1 Scott v Judd, Byrne and Buckley, JJ 
East, Basinghall st 
Tayiorn, Gronroe, —_ rd, Forest Gate, Builder Oct 15 Lang v Taylor, Buckley, J 
Evans, Theobald’s rd, Bedford row 
























Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Day or Cram. 
London Gasette.—Tursvay, Aug 18, 


Aspey, Witt1am, Northampton Sept 21 Hensman & Co, Northampton : 
Axprusox, Wittsam Joseru, Albemarle st Oct1 Burgess & Co New sq, Lincoln’s ina 
Asuwortn, Mania, Sean sheen paeee Sept 19 Woodcoc®, Bamberbridge 










Bet, Joux Ricnanvsow Sumpsty, ye 

Bevenivce, Jous Avamsos, Sarnia, Lambton, Ontario, Canada Sept 80 Russell & Oo, 
Norfolk st, Strand 

Bissy, Joseru, Parton, nr Whitehaven, Commercial Traveller Sept 7 Thompson, 





itehaven 

Broomngap, Witiiam, Ecclesfield, Farmer Nov ii Taylor & Emmett, Sheffield 
Bussovens, Joseru, Liverpool Sept28 Martin & Co, Liverpool 

Coomne, Taonas, Devonport Sept 19 Pearce, Devonport 

Caxane, Ricnany, M D, Higher Broughton, Salford Sept 2 Makinson & Co, Manchester 
DusxLey, Mancauetra, Stake Newington Sept 28 Morrish, Gresham st 

Euty, Avs, Farnham Sept 14 Swan & Bourne, Lincoln 








Haxvixo, Gronar Tuouas, Eel Pie Restaurant Keeper, Commorcial rd Kast Sept # 
Oldfield & Co, Walbrook 
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Minet & Co, King William st 


—_ 
arp, Joux Branney, New Barnet Oct 1 Vandereom & Co, Bush In Reape, Lady Mary Sruart, Chelsea Sept 28 

iow Grorcx, Liverpool, Wine Broker Sept 30 Lowndes & Co, Liverpool Suietps, ALEXANDER, Earl’s Court Sept 21 Aylward & a inn 

Joxes, WA1KIN, ng Bridge, Lancs Sept 18 Farrer-Morgan & Co, Manchester | Suite. Davin Grorcr, Seaham Harbour, Durham, Cabinet Sept 21 Gales & 

Kuve, Many Ann, Clapham Sept 15 Burchell & Co, Victoria st, Westminster } Boulton, Sunderland : 

Laxor, CARL Frizpgricu Pav, Oxton, Birkenhead, Insurance Agent Oct 10 Alsop & | Turner, Jon, Radcliffe, Lancs, Contractor 11 Evans, Radcliffe 

i | Usner, Mary Any, Kirton in Li , Lines 1 Goy & Co, Barton on Humber 

OwGHEY, Weymouth Sept 25 Andrews & Co 


Co, Liverpool iF : 
Maatiy, Connetius Wiiiiam, Painshaw, Dwham, Mining Engineer Sept 16 Bell & | Vauprey, 

Sons, Sunder! } mouth 
Marrock, Samvuet, Finsbury pk Sept 15 Hoddinott & Davis, Moorgate 

pew, Witi1AM, Oldham, Cotton Spinner Sept 19 Smith, Oldbam 
Parry, Ropert Sterne, Holland rd, Kensington Oct 1 Vandencom & Co, Bush In 
Payye, ALFRED MappRELL, Poulton cum Seacombe, Chester, Licensed Victualler Sept 14 | Wo.pemar, 
Thompson & Co, Birkenhead Sept 30 
James Norris, Staines Sept 29 Yarde & Loader, Gray’s inn 
James, Leamington Spa, Coal Merchant Oct 3 Campbell & Co, Warwick 


| Wurtixa, Nort, Cla; 


Pom, Yarpiey, Witiiam, Ca’ 
PaRicKETT, Penistone, nr She! 











Eames, Ropert Crapvock, Market Harborough, Leicester, 
Job Master Aug 31 at 12 Off Ree, 1, Berridge st, 
i 


E.uis, ALEXANDER, Seacombe, Cheshire, Publican Aug 29 
at 11.45 Crypt chmbrs, Eastgate row, Chester 

ENGLanp, Frank, eereey Somerset, Cycle Dealer 
Scpt3ati1 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Foster, James, Chiswick, Offic: Fitter Aug 31 at 12 

Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Fow er, Samugt, Colyton, Devon, Farmer Sept 17 at 11 

Off Rec, 9, Bedford circus, Exeter 

Fox. Grorar, Hyde, Cheshire, Hosier Sept 2 at 2.39 Off 

__ Ree, Byrom st, Manchester 

17’ Ord Aug 17 ——- FrEpDERIC a 7. | on ot er gay 

GDEN on ‘ ‘op A ug 31 at 11.15 , 25, John st, er’ 
Baiapex, Henry Joun, Worthing, Coal Merchant Brighton Gixarr, Ennesr, Stafford st, Piccadily, Butcher Sept 3 at 


Pet Aug19 Ord Aug 19 
BeovGuTon, James Cornetivs Paitrirs, Shepherd’s Busb, Pg mp bees jeg Rie, 8 Bes 
= — Manager High Court Pet Aug 19 Ord remem Ms pt 2: i Saal my ban cca re 
ug . . 7 aN ; 
BucusNay, youn, Rossiield mansions, Highgate rd High ——— a Gab deel Be iY . atin Geen 
Court Pet Jaly 20 Ord Aug 17 bet are: ear, ° - 
Cuar.es, Joun, Abereynen, Glam, Confectioner Ponty- — Deokvuptey bhage a” Salesu.an Sept 7 
prid et Aug i Ord Aug 18 ; ‘ . . ‘ ‘ 
Carty, Jous Presavene, Wodwich, Electrical Engineer me STs, — Aug 31 at 12.30 24, 
Greenwi et Aug13 Ord Aug 13 , Londo 7 
Cor, Geoncs Heyey, Gateshead Saddler Newcastle on ee ae ee pes Saddler Aug 31at3 
yne Pet Aug19 Ord Aug 19 Be wl Pet 
Eamus, Ropert Crappock, Market Harborough, Leicester, Soene wi Merther taal’ Greengrocer Eept 2 at 12 135, 
Job Master Leicester Pet Aug 17 Ord aug 17 Sueeon se ceee. Wiccan’ Toaten. Go Aug 31 at 12 Off 
Eatos, WILLIAM ALBERT, Sutton in Ashfield, Notts, Coal . Rec 22. Paik aig is » “rocer & 

Wed on a y Fg ban ae hi LAMBELL, Joun Tuomas PELLOw, Shepherd’s Bush, Butcher 
“Peterborough Pet Aug 19° Ord Aug 19" f Aug 31 ot 11.99 Bankruptcy bites, Carey x6 
Fosrer, Jauss, Calavisk, Office Fitter High Court Pet Lar ats 196, High Merthyr Waal Coal Mine 

Aug 17 ug 17 , ~ . = 
Fow.ts, Saver, Colyton, Devon, Farmer Exeter Pet ee te tn eS pce 
ug7 Or ug 18 her —) ate Mpg ie: 
Furr, Jous Wittiam, Wisbech, Cambs, Publican King’s ee pee —- Backirepeon bid 7 bag ~ Reng st, 
Quen doateuie, thane , +t Morris Grivpert, MAwrT tn, The hed Hoae Denounbe or York = 31 at3 
Miron, Cuistoruee JosErn, Br magrove, Worcester, 
Jopenhagen st, 


Hesry Gitpert, and Hyman Griisert, Liverpool, 
Butcher’s Outfitters Liverpool Pet Aug 17 Ord Tobacconist Aug 29 at 11.30 45, Co; 
. 


Bankruptcy Notices. 


London Gazette,—Frivay, Aug. 21. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 

Bacot, Grorck Atrrep, Eccles, nr Manchester, Draper 
Salford Pet Augi4 Ord Aug 17 

Bexsow, Henry, Lianidloes, Montgomery, 
Newtown Pet Augi19 Ord Aug ly 

Bisyer, Joux Witttam, Barnsley, 
Barnsley Pet Augj3 Ord Aug 18 

Biswor, Ricnagp, Barry Dock, Butcher Cardiff 


Innkeeper 
House Furnisher 


Pet Aug 


Aug 17 y 
Gaezy, Witt1aAm Henry, Brierley Hill, Staffs, Fishmonger Worcester P 
Stourbridge Pet Aug 18 Ord Aug 18 Ronse: ee Seton, Setten- Gy. toh Bank- 
ptcy . 


g 
Haut, Grorce Henry, Sheffield, Road Contractor Sheffield 


Pet Aug 19 Ord Aug 19 Noxman, Victor Henry, Norwich, Restaurant Proprietor 


Aug3lat3 Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 
Grorce James Maurice, Barking, Hardware 


“>; Epwarb a, Upton Park, Essex High Nontan 
ju ‘et Aug 19 Aug 19 
Hewitt, Many, Croft, nr Leicester, Saddler Leice:ter Pet Nore tmet, Sept p iB > ’ ya , a 


man Aug %lati1.30 115, _ ~ st. 

Price, Cuaries, Eastbourne ter, Paddington, Commission 
Agent Aug 31 at 11 eee a ae st 
Quare, Exnest, ing Green, nr low, Essex Aug 31 


Augi8 Ord Aug 18 
Hogtox, Joun, Herne Bay, Hairdresser Canterbury Pe: 
Augi18 Ord Aug 18 
Hupson, Harry, Dikley, Yorks, Grocer Leeds Pet Aug 18 


Henrietta Dorotuy 


Ww 
Waseca, damon, Barkisland, nr Halifax, Farmer Ang 31 Hoyle, Sowerby Bridge 


| Wuextpoy, WiLL14M GrorGE, Derby 
Junction ir 
Avaust JOHANSES, West Kirkby, Chester, Marine 


Nicholson & Pember Liverpool 
icholae “iccne, Yorks, Fermer Sept 30 Dransficld & Hodgkinson 


bn te Pay é& Co. Linosks's inn fields 
Superintendent Engineer 





Hatt, Grorce Hevry, Sheffield, Road Contractor Sheflield 


Pet Aug 19 Ord Aug 19 ; 

Hart, Tuomas, Smethwick, Stafford, Fruiterer West 

Bromwich Pet July 24 Ord Aug 15 

Hamuervox, Epwarp fipyer, Upton Park, Essex, 

i High Court Pet Aug19 Ord aug 19 

Heart, Wu1am Jonny, Exeter,Grocer Exeter Pet 
5 Ord Aug 19 , 7 

Hewitt, Mary, Croft, nr Leicester, Saddler Leicester 

Prt Aug18 Ord Aug 13 

Horroy, Joux, Herne Bay, Kent, Hairdresser Canterbury 

Pet Aug 18 Ord ang 

Hupson, Harry, Iikley, Yorks, Grocer, Leeds Pet Aug 18 

Ord Aug 18 

Kittery, Caarces Oxiver, Plumstead, Builder Greenwich 

Pet Aug 14 Ord Aug 18 : 

Kyieut, Joan Joseru, ersmith H gh Court Pet 

May 15 Ord Aug 15 . 

Lewis, Tomas Haery, Beauchamp, » 

Traveller’ Leicester Pet Aug i9 Ord Aug 19 

Liorp, Witiiam Payye, ord, Builder Hereford 

Pet June 12 Ord Aug 17 

Maartis, Jonn Crowpex, York, Auctiomer York Pet 

Augi7 Ord Aug 17 

Mereitt, Arrnur, and Frepreick Merrmt, Didsbury, 

Lams, Butchers PetAugiit Ord bg J 

Morean, Cuar.es, Hereford, Baker Hereford Pet July 
21 Ord Aug 17 


Notos, Axprew Tsomas, Hawley, nr Dartford, Nursery- 
man Rochester Pet Augi7 Ord Aug 17 
Paice, Cuanres, Eastbourne ter, Paddi i i 
ent High Court Pet Aug 15 Aug 17 
Saunpers,‘WiLi1am Dove as, 8 , Surrey 


Pet Mey 11 Ord a“? 
Snort, Eric Gorpoyx cCrar, Winchelsea, Sussex 
’ i Pet June 4 Ord Aug 19 

Smatitewee, Apert Hosxixe, Ivybridge, Devon, Grocer 
Plymouth Pet July 11 Ord Aug 17 

Sura, Jonx Epwrs,-C Marble Mason Greenwich 
Pet June 23 Ord Aug ld 

Tuxs, Herserrt Hevyey, Lichfield, Tailor Walsall Pet 
Aug5 Ord Aug 17 ; 

Watsox, Jons Tuomas, Bolton, Fruit Merchant Bolten 


Pet Angi9 Ord Aug 19 
Wutppoxs, y Axx, Wolverhampton, Fruiterer Wolver- 
ham Pet Aug 17 Ord Aug 17 


Amended notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of Aug 14 : 
Sowersutts, Frayx, . Warwick, Fishmonger 
Coventry Pet July 29 ug 12 
London Gaz-tte.—Turspay, Aug 25. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
Atiey, Water, Southampton, Baker Southampton Pet 


Ord Aug 18 
: a . : at2 ‘The George Inn, Bishops Stortford Avg 21 Ord Aug 2t 
me ty ’ Re r~, Tm Glam, Grocer Pontypridd | gyirq & Co, Fraxk Euuis, Bedford row, Mortgage Agents Barer, Caanuzs, Rosgrt Barer, Deeping St James, 
Kuan, Daviv, Clapham rd, Baker High Court Pet Gept dat il Bankragtey bidgs, Carey ot Pe Pet Aug? Ord Aug2t 
dug i8 OclAugis ed Taomas, Davin, Penrhiceiber, Glam, Coal Miner Sept 3 at | Barman; Isaac, Bristol, Bristol Pet Aug20 Ord 
Kiriry, CHarLes Sven Plumstead, Builder Greenwich 12 185, Bigh st, Merthyr Aug 20 
Pet’ Aug 14 Ord Aug 14 ‘ , 2 | Tuwarres, Coances WittiAM Asasurton, Dutham, Printer | Best, Franx Epwarp, Ashford, Kent, Builder Canterbury 
Lewis Some Hare eR rth Beauch: Lieceste' Aug 31 at 3.30 Three Tuns Hotel, Durham ug 21 Ord Aug 
Brewer's Travell ¥, Aibworth Beauchamp, Liecester, | Witkinson, JAMES, and Jonny Tiwotay Perry, Tipton, { Boox, Auraev, Colwyn Bay, Denbigh, Builder Bangor 
er Leicester PetAug19 Ord Aug 19 Royalt: Masters A 31 at 10.30 Off Rec, 199 P J 23° Ord ad 
ae Joux Caowpen, Leeds, Auctioneer York Pet Welvehaneten sh D . ' ’ Baswar. Wits Pontes, Rodney Pentonville, Van 
wenn At) , Painter Birmingham | V8, Hannay Cuanuxs, Philip In, Tottenham, Green- i High Court Pet ee at Ord Aug 21 
Pet Aug 18 Ord ‘Aug 18° oo pp. ocer Aug 29 at 11 Off Reo, 14, Bedford 10w, Derneuceer, E D Fassas, erts St Albans 
: ; > on une 22 Aug 2 
ae J Joux, Brighton Brighton Pet Aug 19 Odi Youre, Anprew Covertry, Sir Attan Arntnue, ALBERT | Bevce, Evwarp Exner, Paketcld, Guffolk, Lodging house 
Norton, Aw ay Hawl Aveusting Neatsy, and Cuartes Mavcotm Hayes, Proprietor Gt Yarmouth Pet Aug 2 Aug 2 
i are Seem | 7: “ty —. Nursery- Mancheeter, ts Aug3lat3 Off Rec, Byrom | Buzweit, Jonxy Epwarp, New Surrey, Painter 
Pant, Tuouas, Leeds, Plumber Leeds Pet Feb 20 Ord wae spe En Cankingtn, Pet Aug 8’ Ord Ane O Oe astor 
ug ° id 
Paice, Cuartes, Eastbourne ter, Paddin , Commission | Bagot, Groror D chester, Draper Liveroool Pet Aug 22 Ord Aug 22 i 
Agent High Court Pet Aug 15 Ord Aug 17 Salford Pet ares . bay ‘Ang 17 —_ r Cnees, Saas, AS ~- as » Fleckt Norwich 
Ky yes pe Belton, Fruit Mervhant Bolton Brewer, pam 5 Dock, Glam, Butcher Cardiff | Gunsow, , indi Sonelianth Cornwall, Farmer Truro 
. ae et Augl7 Ord Aug 17 
Wenees, Mary ANN, Dusratenstse, Fruiterer Wolver- Broventoy, James A Lm Paruuirs, St Ste "s ay, .. 8 Ord Aug 2 Lanes, Miner Barrow 
mpton Pet Aug17 Ord Aug 17 *s Bush, Off Licence Manager igh Court Aug 2 Ord Aug 20 
Wittmore, Noau, Ff tch, Worcester, Furniture Dealer Pet Aug 19 Ord Ang 19 Haare. Nicnouas Guibrough, Yorks, Horse Dealer 
Birmingham Pet Aug8 Ord Aug 19 Cuarret, Cuartes Exuisox, Stockton Heath, Builder ‘ on Tees Pet Aug 30 Ord Aug 20 
Warrington Pet July 29 Ord Aug 18 Harvey, Aurrep Epw i 


Amended notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of Aug 14: 


Woovwarp, Freperick, Oldham, Builder Oldham Pet 


Greenwich Pet Aug 1 
Eames, Rosert Crappocgs, Mark ar . 
Job Master Lei Ord Aug 17 


Cup, Jonn a yes | Woolwich, Electrical Engineer 


ARD, Faney 
Dealer High Court Aug2l Ord Aug 21 
Harvey, Groree, Bri Hathess Maker “Cardiff Pet 


Leicester, Aug 2l Ord Aug 


Augl0 Ord Aug 10 i) Pet Aug 17 ‘ounslew, Tailor Brentford 
F MEETINGS Eaton, WiLu1AM ALpert, Sutton in Ashfield, Notts, Coal ey oe ~ wd 
TRST , . _ Miner Fietsinghem Pet Aug 15 Ord Aug 15 Hyam, ALFRED. M Wheelwright 
Banxister, Tuomas Aurrep, Blackpool, Draper Aug 31 | Favcxner, Liva, ping St James, Lincs, Wheelwright A ) Pet Aug2t Ord Aug 2! 
at 11.30 Off Reo, 14, Chapel st, Preston Peterborough Pet Aug 19 Ord Aug 19 Jexxias, Bowann Wiuax Joan, Buannee, Lacensed 
Buiavex, Hexny Joux, Worthing, Coal Merchant Aug 81 | Fostex, Jams, Chiswick, Office Fitter High Court Pot wansea Pet Aug 2 Ord Aug 


Aug? Ord Aug 17 


atll 4, Pavilion bldgs, Brighton . 
Bucuanay, Jonx, Highgate rd Sept 2 at 12 Bankruptcy | Fownrr, Samver, Colyton, Devon, Farmer Exeter 
mnoy Pet Aug? Ord Aug 18 


<8, 
But, Cuaruzs, Brynmawr, Brecon, Coal Miner Aug 31 at Pet ‘Aug ié 
ug 


8 185, High st, Merthyr Tydfil Aug 17 


Fox, Groror __ Chester, Draper Ashton under Lyne 


Grupert, Apranam, Isaac Giuvert, Monnts Giieert, 


K James, and Jawes Axprew Hanpives Grrranp 
, i Florists B 
Ord Aug 2t 
inne, Tpegeee, Shregenl, Gane Liverpool Pet April 
ug 
Latuam, Acexat Eowanrn, Bristol, Auctioneer Bristel Pet 
July 21 Ord Aug 20 
Lawson, Wists. Dury, Tan Sailer Bolton Mt 





Buzweit, Joux Eowanp, New Malden, Surrey, Pain’ 

Aug 81 at 11.30 24, Railwa app, London Brid sad Heyray Giuvrrat, and Hyman Gitarrt, Liverpool 
Cuarrz,, Cuartes Eutison, Stockton Heath, Cheshire, Butchers’ Outfitters Pet Aug 17 Ord 
Ou, eta Bhnutecen, Weoley Fisanal Bettieer | Onsen Wius1aa Hey, Beesley TH, ta, Pihmonge 

, Joux Pixrnxvont, Woolwich, B neen, Wiiiiam Henny ey . 
Stourbridge Pet Aug 18 Ord Aug 18 





Aug 8i at 12 2%, Railway app, London Bridge ee 


On A 
Potate Merchant Man- 


MoAneur Ja 
chester Pet Aug 6 Ord Aug 21 
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McRar, James, Fenchurch av, Civil Engineer High Court 
Pet June 15 Ord Aug 22 

Meavowcerort, Wi1i11AM, Hollinwood, Lancs, Coal Dealer 
Oldham Pet Augii Ord Aug 2i 

Mizsvurn, Georae, Kirkstall,Gardener Leeds Pet Aug 19 
Ord Aug 19 

States Maver Crowtner, Hunslet, Leeds, Grocer 
Leeds Pet Aug 20 Aug 20 : 

Mvumsy or Monsy, Wittiam ReogixaAtD WELsrForD, 
Brompton rd, Refreshment Room Proprietor High 
Court Pet July17 Ord Aug? : 

Norris, Epwiy, Cuckfield, Corn Merchant Brighton Pet 
Aug 22 Ord Aug 22 

Pagrr, Ex.1s, Palmerston bldgs, Company Promoter High 
Court Pet June 22 Ord Aug 19 

Ross, Jonn, Barnsley, Smallware Dealer Barnsley Pet 
Aug 20 Ord fom ad 

amr 9 Tom, Bradford, Winder Bradford Pet Aug 20 

A 


ug 20 

Surru, James, Oxton, Birkenhead, Nurseryman Birkenhead 
Pet Aug 20 Ord nat 

Spink, Groree, Scotton, Yorks, QuarryOwner York Pet 
Aug 21 Ord Aug 21 

Tipimay, Nicnotas Gzoraz, Islington, Fruiterer High 
Court Pet Aug 20 Ord Aug 20 

Van Homnian, Pever Joun, Robertsbridge, Sussex, Medical 
Practitioner Hastings Pet Aug 7 Ord Aug 20 

Waener, Heyry, North Bow High Court Pet Aug 13 
Ord Aug 20 


ug 
Watson, Wittiam, Church st, Kensington, Builder High 
Court Pet July 29 Ord Aug 20 
Wiu1asms, Nortn, & Co, Moorgate st, Stock Dealers High 
Court Pet July 29 Ord Aug 22 
Wooprow, Austin, Clown, Derby, Farmer Sheffield Pet 
July 30 Ord Aug 20 


Amended notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of Aug. 21: 


Briaprex, Hexry Joun, Worthing, Coal Merchant Brighton 
Pet Augi19 Ord Aug 19 


RECEIVING ORDER RESCINDED. 


Witrrams, Epwarp Water Vaveuan, North Tedworth 
Rectory, Andover Salisbury Rec Ord July 7 Rese 
1 


Aug 
FIRST MEETINGS. 


Amorzr, Wii11AM, Southsea, Coach Builder Sept 2 at 3 
Off Rec, Cambridge junc, High st, Portsmouth 

App.esy, Artuur, Aston, Birmingham, Confectioner Sept 
4at11 174, Corporation st, Birmingham 


Bacot, Grorce Atrrep, Eccles, nr Manchester, Draper 
2 at 3.30 Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 

Bisnop, Ricuarp, Barry Dock, Butcher Sept 3at12 117, 
8t Mary st, Cardiff 

Bregse, Rosert Steruen, Clun, Salop, Painter Sept 3 at10 
4, Corn sq, Leominster 

Brewer, Witiiam Francis, Rodney st, Pentonville, Van 
Builder Sept 7at11 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Broveuton, James Cornerivus Puitvips, Shepherd s Bush, 

License Manager Sept8at12 Bankruptcy bidgs, 


Carey st 

Cuearg, Isaian, Ore, Hastings, Miller Sept 2 at 3.15 
County Court Office. 24, Cambridge rd, Hastings 

Gox, Grorcr Henry, Gateshead, Saddler Sept 2 at 11.30 
Off Rec, 30, Mosley st, Newcastle on Tyn> 

Curssertson, CuraBert, Birkby,nrMaryport, Cumberland, 
Farmer Sept 7 at 2.45 Court house, Cockermouth 

Day, Tomas, jun, Penn, nr Wolverhampton, Commercial 
‘Travéller tZat 12 Off Rec, Wolverhampton 

Dops, Matitpa Lees, Leominster, Dressmaker Sept 3 at 
10.30 4, Corn sq, Leominster 

Eaton, Wii11AM AvBert, Sutton in Ashfield, Notts, Coal 
Miner Sept 4 at 12 Off Rec, 4, Castle pl, Park st, 
Nottingham 

Epwarps, Ricnarv Piccort, Chester, Hosier Sept 2 at 3 

chmbrs. Eastgate row, Chester 

Ex.uis, Witu14m Lewis, ‘Tylorstown, Glam, Collier Sept 4 

at 12 135, High st, Merthyr Tydfll 

Fisu, Exvtzy Marion, Sandown, I of W, Lodging house 
Keeper Sept 5at3.15 Off Rec, Newport, I of W 

Hewixs, Tuomas, Stratford on Avon, Orgaa Builder Sept 
2at3 Off Rec, 17, Hertford st, Coventry 

Ivrea, Guy Harpwix, Chelsea Sept 10 at 11 Bankruptcy 

, Carey st 

1LLIAM, Walthamstow, Builder 

bidgs, Carey st 

Kirtey, ALBERT Joun, Stamford hill, Corn Merchant Sept 
9 at12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Krrtey Cuagvzs Ouiver, Weseed. Builder 
11.30 24, Railway app, London Bridge 

Lanatey, Artaur, Sheffield.Engineer Sept 2at12.90 Off 
Rec, Figtree In, Sheffield 

Lawson, WitiiaM, Bury, Saddler Sept 4 at 3.30 Off Rec, 
19, Exchange st, Bolton 

Lewis, Tuomas Harry, Kibworth Beauchamp, Leicester, 
Brewer's Traveller Sept 2at12 Off Rec, 1 Berridge st, 
Leicester 

Lirrtz, Joseph Watrace Arpert McGoven, Gt 
Grimsby, Engineer’s Labourer Sept 2 at11 Off Rec, 
15, Osborne st, Gt Grimsby 

Locker, Tom, Birmingham, Auctioneer Sept 3 at 11 174, 
Corporation st, Birmingham 

Marrtox, Faank Winxy, Chichester st, St George’s sq Sept 
9at1 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Merrit, Artuur, and Freprrick Merrit, Didsbury, 
Lancs, Butchers Sept 2 at 3.15 Off Rec, Byrom st, 
Mancheste’ 


KEEN, Sept 9 at 11 


Sept 3 at 


r 
Mitsvurn, Groner, Kirkstall, Leeds, Gardener Sept 2 at 
11.30 Off Rec, 22, Park row, Leeds 
Moore & Co, Moorgate st, Financiers Sept 10 at 12 
eee bldgs, Carey st 
Morre.t, Henry Crowruer, Hunslet, Leeds,Grocer Sept 
i 2at il | ag oy row, 
oRRIsON, JoHN, Brighton t 3 at 11 4, Pavilion 
bldgs, Brighton ~~ 


Movustrorp asmea, Saltley, Birmingham Printer Sept 
3 at 12 174, Corporation st, Birmingham ~ 





Park, Tuomas, Leeds, Plumber Sept 2 at 12 Off Rec, 22, 
Park row, Leeds 

Parr, Exxis, Palmerston bldgs, Company Promoter Sept 
7at11 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Sankey, Grorce Epwiy, Good Easter, nr Chelmsford Sept 
2at12 14, Bedford row 

SHEPEERD, Tom, Bradford, Winder Sept 3at 3 Off Rec, 
29, Tyrrel st, Bradford 

Snowe Lt, WiILLIAM Joun Currie, Wolverhampton, Bellows 
Manufacturer Sept 3 at 11.30 Off Rec, Wolverhampton 

Smirn, James, Birkenhead, Nurseryman Sept 2 at 2.30 
Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool 

Suiru, Joun Wii.1Am, Shirley, Warwick, Builder Sept 2 
at 11 174,Corporation st, Birmingham 

Tipmman, Nicnoias Grorer, Essex rd i m, Green- 
grocer Sept3atil Bankruptcy Fy a st 

Van Homnicu, Peter Jonny, Robertsbridge, Sussex, Medical 
Practitioner Sept 8 at 11 County Court Office, 24, 
Cambridge rd, Hastings 

Waexer, Henry, Roman rd, North Bow Sept 7 at 12 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Warson, Joun Tuomas, Bolton, Fruit Merchant Sept 2 at 
3 Off Rec, 19, Exchange st, Bolton 

Watson, Witi1Am, Church st, Kensington, Builder Sept 
4at12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st : 

Warrerson, Henry Epwin, Sheffield, Plumber Sept 2 at 
12 Off Ree, Figtree In, Sheffield 

Witiams, Rosert, Portmadoc, Gardener Sept 2 at 12 
Crypt chmbrs, Eastgate row, Chester 

Woops, Grorar, Hove Sept 17 at 10.30 4, Pavilion bldgs, 
Brighton 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


Aue, Water, Southampton, Baker Southampton Pet 
Aug 21 Ord Aug 21 

Benn, Annie, Weaste, nr Manchester, Draper Salford Pet 
July 24 Ord Aug 20 

Berrity, THomas,and Cuaruirs Beeritt, Irchester, Builders 
Northampton Pet July 20 Ord Aug 19 

Bruce, Epwarp Ernest, Pakefield, Suffolk, Lodging house 
Proprietor Gt Yarmouth Pet Aug22 Ord Aug 22 

CampBELL, WILLIAM Bett, Denton, nr Manchester, Doctor 
Liverpool Pet Aug 2z Ord Aug 22 

Cuaries, Jonn, Abercynon, Glam, Confectioner 
pridd PetAugi1 Ord Aug 20 

Cavron, Witt1AmM, Mulbarton, Norfolk, Florist Norwich 
Pet Aug 20 Ord Aug 20 

Curnow, AtrrepD, Amalebrea, Towednack, Cornwall, 
Farmer Truro Pet Aug 22 Ord Aug 22 

Ex.t, Evizaseta, 8t John’s Wood High Court Pet July 
13 Ord Aug 22 

Fisner, Tuomas, Dalton in Furness, Lancs, Miner Barrow 
in Furness Pet Aug 20 Ord Aug 20 

Friercuer, Ropert Fiecper, and Eonwarp Henry EvGEenr 
F.ietcHer, Brighton, Auctioneers High Court Pet 
July 23 Ord Aug 20 

Frese, Jonn Writiiam, Wisbech, Cambridge, Publican 
King’s Lynn Pet Augi17 Ord Aug 21 

Haines, Atreep Tuomas, and WiLLt1am Grorcr UpsDA.z, 
West Ham, Builders High Court Pet July 10 Ord 
Aug 20 

Hart, Nicnoras, Guisbrough, Yorks, Horse Dealer 
Stockton on Tees Pet Aug 20 ug 20 

Harvey, Atrreo Epwarp, Hammersmith, Fancy Goods 
Dealer High Court Pet Aug2i Ord Aug 21 

Harvey, GrorGe, Bridgend, Glam, Harness Maker Cardiff 
Pet Aug 21 Ord Aug 21 

Hepcer, George Henry, Hounslow, Tailor Brentford 
Pet Aug 20 Ord Aug 20 

Howarp, Jouy, Kingsland rd, Builder’s Merchant High 
Court Pet voy? Ord Aug 21 

Hunt, Frepericxk Wit11am, Bristol, Grocer Bristol Pet 
July 27 Ord Aug 20 

Hram, Atrrep, Barmouth, Merioneth, Wheelwright 
Aberystwith Pet Aug 21 Ord Aug 21 

Jenkins, Epwarp WILLIAM Joun, Swansea, Licensed 
Victualler Swansea Pet Aug 20 Ord Aug 20 

KenpatL, JosepH Dormer, Lenton, Nottingham, Oil 
Merchant Nottingham Pet July 31 Ord Aug 19 

Kerr, Davip, Clapham rd, Baker High Court Pet Aug 18 
Ord Aug 21 

Kerr, James, and James AnpREW Harpince Girrarp 
Kerr, Huddersfield, Florists Huddersfield Pet Aug 21 
Ord Aug 21 

Lampert, ALFRED Jounn, Brixton Hill, Auctioneer High 
Court Pet May7 Ord Aug 19 

Lawson, WittiAM, Bury, Lanes, Saddler Bolton Pet Aug 
21 Ord Aug 21 

MarsuAri, Witt14M, Copthall av, Company Promoter High 
Court Pet March 26 Ord Aug 17 

Mi evry, Groreet, Kirkstall, Leeds, Gardener Leeds Pet 
Augi9 Ord Aug 19 

Morrett, Henry Crowrner, Hunslet, Leeds, Gardener 
Leds Pet Aug 20 Ord Aug 20 

Morrison, Jonny, Brighton Brghton Pet Aug 19 Ord 
Aug 20 

Parvety, Rosert, Manchester, Hardware Merchant Man- 
chester Pet July17 Ord Aug 22 

Part, Soromon, Edgware rd, Grocer 
July 28 Ord Aug 20 

Payne, Witmot Henry, Northampton, Shoe Manufacturer 
Northampton Pet July 16 Ord Aug19 

Quarr, Ernest, Matching Green, nr Harlow, Essex 
Hertford Pet Julyi8 Ord Aug 20 

REAVELY, THomas George Woop, Craven Hill gdns 
High Court Pet May18 Ord Aug 21 

Ruopes, Revusen, Tipton, Staffs, Builder Dudley Ord 
Aug 20 

Ross, Jonny, Barnsley, Smallware Dealer Barnsley Pet 
Aug 20 Ord Aug 20 

SuepxerD, Tom, Bradford, Winder Bradfori Pet Aug 20 
Ord Aug 20 


Srink, Gzoraer, Scotton, Yorks, Quarry Owner York Pet 
Aug 21 Ord Aug 21 

Tipvman, Nicnonas Groror, Islington, Fruiterer High 
Court Pet Aug 20 Ord Aug 20 


Ponty- 


High Court Pet 


Wooprow, Austix, Clown, Derby, Farmer Sheffield Pet 
{ 


July 30 Ord Aug 22 





MESSRS. INDERMAUR & THW 


(Editors of the “Law Student’ Journal,” & 
22, Chancery-lane, London, W.C., continue to rea@ 
Students, both in Class and Privately and through th 
for the Solicitors’ Final and Intermediate ami 
and for the Bar Final. Particulars personally or by 
Pupils have the use of a set of rooms and the libs 
22, Fe tirmy Thay for study during the day. 
November Final.—Two months’ class begins 28th 4 
January Final.—Four months’, 9th September. 


ARTNER Wanted (£1,000), in an eg 
lished Nursery ; splendid opening for energeti¢ 
would Sell, £2,000; aon to London; no agents,= 
“ Monaville,” Wallington, Surrey. 


| Fi COSTS in all departments Dr 

and Settled, from papers or otherwise, for Deli 
Taxation ; moderate terms ; experien ftsman, b 
highest testimonials ; London and Provinces.—Lex., aaj 
Hatton & Son, 81, Chancery-lane, W.C. 


! ADAME AUBERT’S GOVERNESS 

i SCHOOL AGENCY (Established 1880), 
Regent-street, W.—Resident, Daily, and Visiting G 
nesses, Lady Professors and achers, Répétit 
Chaperons, Companions, Lady Housekeepers (English 
Foreign) introduced for British Isles and Abroad ; S¢ 
and Educational Homes recommended. , 














To Students attending Legal Class 


(oerronrasis APARTMENTS, with 
without Board; bath-room and bicycle shed; 
moderate.— Apply, Mrs. L. (Widow of a Solicit 
Manager), 3, Alderbrooke-road, Clapham Common 
Side), 8.W. 


AW.—GREAT SAVING. — For pro 
payment 25 per cent. will be taken off the folle 
writing charges :— : 
8. 


d. 
Abstracts Copied 0 8 per sheet. 
Briefs and Drafts .» 2 8 per 20 folios, 
Deeds Round Hand 2 per folio. 
Deeds Abstracted 0 per sheet. 
Full Copies ove vee -» © 2 per folio. 3 
PAPER.—Foolscap, 1d. per sheet; Draft, 3d. dij 
Parchment, 1s. 6d. to 3s. 6d. per skin. 
KERR & LANHAM, 16, Furnival-street, Holborn, 


TRUSTEE INVESTMENT. 


REEHOLD Business Premises, situated 
the heart of the West End, with frontages to t# 
thoroughfares, to be Sold; let on repairing lease for 7 
21-28 years to an extremely well-known firm at £1,200 
annum, tenants paying rates, taxes, insurance, and all 
goings; price £24,000; this may be regarded as a gilt-ed 
security in all respects.—Apply to the Sole Agents, Mavi 
Rownpen, 39, Maddox-street, W. f 


REEHOLD GROUND-RENTS.— 
Trustees and Others.—A compact little Parcel of # 
per annum, well secured on Six Private Houses in grow 
Western suburb; price £900.—G. H. Parcrrer, 9, 
monger-lane, E.C. 


REEHOLD GROUND-RENTS Want 
for Funds varying from £2,000 to £16,000. 
yield a clear 4 per cent.—Full particulars may be sent 
Messrs. H. E. Foster & CranFiz.p, 6, Poultry, E.C. 


REEHOLD GROUND-RENTS.—Wante 

a large Estate of Established London Ground-re 

for which an adequate price would be paid.—Ada 
Trustee, care of H. E. Foster & Cranfield, 6, Poultry, # 


\ ANTED, for Investment, Freehold 

Long Leasehold Properties in or near London, F 
objected to.—Owners send full particulars to Ivvesror, i 
Victoria-street, Westminster. 


£1 000 for every £100 advanced, sec 
9 


by bond on money in court. £500 Requittel 
for legal expenses. Every investigation invited, counsel 
opinions inspected.—_Mr. Warp, 33, Chancery Lane, Lond 
Well-known SURVEYOR WANT 
FINANCING to a reasonable extent, £2,000 % 
£20,000, at fixed interest of 15 per cent. per annum ; ab 
lute, easily negotiable security will be given.—Principals 
their Solicitors write to Z.P.163, Messrs. Deacon’s, Leadeiie 

hall-street, E.C. 

LONDON GAZETTE (published by authority) 
LONDON and COUNTRY ADVERTISEMENE 
OFFICE.—N»2. 117, CHANCERY LANE, FLEEE 
STREET. , 

ENRY GREEN, Advertisement Agenty 
begs to direct the attentiog of the Legal Professiony 
to the advantages of his long experience of upwards 
fifty years in the special insertion of all pro forma notice 

&c., and hereby solicits their continued support.—N.Bey 

Forms, Gratis, for Statutory Notices to Creditors and Dike) 

solutions of. Partnership, with necessary Declaration” 

Official stamps for advertisements and file of ‘‘ Londoll 

Gazette” kept. By appointment. 


GYPTIAN HALL.—Lessee and Manager 
Mr. J. N. MASKELYNE.—Performances daily at@ 
and 8.—‘ THE PHILOSOPHER’S STONE,” invented anay 
written by Mr. Nevil Maskelyne. New Wonders by Hem 
Valadon. Marvellous Celestial Magic. Thought as 
ference by Mechanism. The Mysterious Drum that Cam! 
be Beaten. Gems of Animated Photography, &c., &c. 









































